A. Introduction
This essay describes an emergent scheme for modernizing the study of law in German universities, creating a structure that is better equipped to address twentyfirst century socio-legal issues and bring legal scholarship to bear on relevant research problems in the social sciences-and vice versa. It is a by-product of efforts by University of Bremen professors and administrators to foster their university's coming of age as a mature, internationally recognized research university and to compete for new funds that the German government is making available to select universities. 2 As such, it provides a rare example of the integration of legal studies into a large interdisciplinary research program, and of law professors rising to the challenges of contemporary funding demands, joining forces with political scientists, sociologists, economists, and philosophers.
The history and context of the university where this scheme was designed is critical. Though the University of Bremen opened its doors in 1971 as one of Germany's twentieth century "reform" universities, it can trace its roots back to the sixteenth century, when the Bremer Lateinschule was founded. In 1584 the Lateinschule became the Gymnasium Academicum, and in 1610 it was transformed into the Gymnasium Illustre, an institution of higher learning dedicated to the four disciplines: Theology, Law, Medicine and Philosophy. A frugal Calvinist-led enterprise, the Gymnasium Illustre later succumbed to competition from enlightenment-inspired universities like the University of Gbttingen, founded in 1734, 3 and in 1810 Napoleon shut it down. 4 That same year, the Humboldt 
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University was founded and Bremen disappeared from the higher education scene, as Berlin's liberal new star took the lead. The Humboldt University provided fierce competition to the French revolution's model of highly disciplined, specialized professional schools with autocratic administrators, and by the end of the nineteenth century universities around the world were emulating the German basic research model. 5 Ironically, during the last half of the twentieth century the trend away from narrow professional training towards multi-discipline research universities has partly reversed itself in the higher echelons of German universities, a tendency the federal government is currently combating with its "Excellence Initiative," a massive injection of funds into the universities with the most active and competitive basic research programs. And, now, at the beginning of the twenty-first century, Bremen is, surprisingly, back in the running.
Bremen's only attempts to revive its university tradition between 1810 and 1971-or better the 1960s-consisted of a plan to create a German-French University during the Napoleon years, and ideas to found an "International University" after the end of World War 11. 6 At the time, nothing came of either. Then, in the 1960s, debates about higher education reform in Germany and federal initiaves to increase university enrollment led to a reincarnation of the Gymnasium Illustre as the University of Bremen, which, if it were to ignore the long hiatus in its history, would be celebrating its 400th anniversary in 2010. 7 Unlike its Calvinist forebear, the new university was the most experimental and radical of the new "reform universities" that were established in Germany in the 60s and 70s. It was to be governed by an egalitarian tripartite body of students, staff, and professors. Social criticism was the rule of the day in teaching and research, and Bremen soon earned a reputation as a "pinko"university. against its use, and the University of Bremen gradually abandoned many of its other experiments. But some of the characteristics of its youth survived and informed very successful policies: chief among these are the general cooperation between faculty, administrators and local government, a holistic approach to interdisciplinary research that grew out of its innovative research funding strategies, and, in law, a fondness for socio-legal studies.
In the last decade, the University of Bremen's reputation as an intellectually marginalized red flower child leading a hand-to-mouth existence in the North Sea hinterlands changed drastically. Despite its impoverished city-state's government, it now figures prominently in the German academic landscape, with internationally known research groups in the marine sciences, social sciences, materials science, logistics, cognition and information science. In January of 2006 it was selected by the German Research Council (Wissenschaftsrat) and the German Research Foundation (Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft) to participate in the Federal Excellence Initiative, one of ten universities invited to compete for elite university funding. 9 The reform of legal studies 0 discussed here comprises a small but central part of the university's proposal for this initiative, and a final decision about funding is still pending. But the concept, design and philosophy of the reform and the problems it addresses are enlightening in their own right.
The reform of legal studies in Bremen was inspired by the need to reconnect legal and social research, something the university had made some effort to accomplish in its experimental reform university days. Edward Coke's view of the law as a rational science -as "the perfection of reason" -based on observation, analysis and deduction, rather than a static mode of interpretation of fixed codes, informed those early efforts, as it does today's. The premise was, and is, that, contrary to John Mortimer's literary caricature of the legal practitioner, the law is a living, everchanging beast and its disciples need more than clean fingernails if they are to tend, nurture, and understand it-they need brilliance. And, they need dynamic, ongoing integration with the economic, social and political sciences. Bremen's law 9 The funding is in the range of C 130 million for the University of Bremen over the next five years, with some C 80 million for the "institutional strategy" (supra, note 2). See at http://www.dfg.de/en/news/ pressreleases/2006/pressrelease_2006_03.html! (July 25, 2006) for the general German-wide funding strategy.
10 Cf. BESS MEASURE 2: INTRADISCIPLINARY CHALLENGE GRANTS. THE EXAMPLE OF ,,REBUILDING THE PILLARS OF LAW?", a paper in which the proposal reported here is outlined in more detail for the on-site inspection of a group of referees. The five-year grant for the "institutional strategy" also allows for seed money to be allotted to new chairs. The three overarching areas of research outlined in this essay thus are, at the same time, also first attempts at descriptions of three additional chairs to be funded at Bremen's Law School.
[Vol. 07 No. 08 school attempted to accomplish this by adding a criminologist, a legal sociologist, and a specialist in constitutional law and politics to its faculty. But this innovation came too early, at a time when the university was still finding its feet, and, as we shall discuss here, it didn't go far enough. Rather than achieving interaction with the full range and depth of social and political research, it relegated sociology to service industry status, while "constitutional law and politics" grew apart from political science in the university and, with a few notable exceptions, was isolated from the vibrant scholarship developed within the discipline in the 1990s.
Over the past 35 years, social science research in Bremen has thrived, expanding its reach and developing successful interdisciplinary collaborations to deal with contemporary themes and issues, but the law school has become relatively isolated and out of reach. In January of 2004 a group of 65 researchers began work as part of a multi-project, multi-and inter-disciplinary examination of "Transformations of the State." TranState's mission is to chart the changes in the nature, role and status of the nation-state in the twentieth and twenty-first centuries. Presently, four of TranState's fifteen projects deal with changes in the legal dimension of the Golden Age nation state of the 1960s; two of these are directed by lawyers from the law school, one by a political scientist from the department of political science, and one by the law school's resident legal sociologist.
1 1 What has become apparent at the University of Bremen over the past couple of decades is that the analysis of inherently interdisciplinary themes is often limited by factors within an individual discipline, in other words, by intradisciplinary deficiencies. 12 As TranState researchers work their way into the many facets of their sweeping theme, they are beginning to realize that a comprehensive analysis is dependent, not only on the interdisciplinary cooperation between political scientists, sociologists, economists and lawyers, but on comprehensive, in-depth analyses of overarching contemporary legal principles -and that such analysis is, surprisingly, not readily forthcoming from German law schools. Why? Consideration of this question has led us to the conclusion that the traditional, set-in-stone three-pillar structure of legal study-with public, private, and criminal law in separate divisions-no longer serves the discipline, but, rather, impedes research on many crucial contemporary themes, which of necessity cut across the pillars. What to do? Below, we define and discuss three important realms of legal study. Their development, which includes the creation of several new law faculty chairs, would serve to either bridge or dissolve the three pillars: the first step of intradisciplinary reform. Then we discuss how research in these newly developed fields might naturally interact with various disciplines in the social sciences: a move toward fruitful interdisciplinary collaboration. And, finally, we discuss how to accomplish all this while maintaining continuity and productivity in a functioning law school and how this might affect legal education.
B. A Three-pronged Strategy for Reshaping the Three-Pillars-of-Law Structure Our first important and neglected subject of research is the merging of public and private legal spheres, especially in administrative and company law, as exemplified by new governance practices in the EU and the changing structures of corporate governance in the OECD-world. Here we define a new law faculty chair in "the common law of organization and regulation." A second promising area of research is the changing use and jurisdiction of court systems as inter-, supra-, and transnational tribunals that operate without regard to the traditional separation between court systems and procedural regimes are proliferating, and many nations are consolidating their court systems, as exemplified by Germany's recent reintegration efforts of the social, tax, and administrative, and of labor and civil courts. Here we define a new chair in "the law of procedure and conflict resolution." And finally, research suggests that the once indisputable distinction between criminal sanctions, administrative penalties, and civil remedies has begun to blur, and market sanctions imposed by corporate powers are gaining importance at the transnational level. Here we define a third chair in "the law of sanctions."
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I. Organization: The Changing Faces and Interfaces of Public and Private Governance
In an integrated exploration of the changing patterns of public and private ordering, the categories of public and private no longer identify the range of governance practices or the functions of regulatory instruments, but only the regularly identified sources of norm authorship.
14 Yet, to the degree that the ', One should also explore, as was suggested by Gerd Winter, whether the increasing interface between law and the natural sciences shouldn't be included as another important, pillar-dissolving research topic to be developed. ).
There is so far virtually no general law of, and no general legal literature on, organization. 18 This gap can be explained historically by the distinction between private law and public law that is common to all continental legal orders but has been emphasized particularly in the German academic debate. 19 In the field of organizational law, the sharp distinction drawn between public and private law was plausible as long as common features of public and private organizations were exceptional and not the rule. Public administration and its legal domain (Verwaltungsorganisationsrecht) 20 
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Arbeitsrecht) 22 , but also permeates more recent legal branches such as telecommunication and data protection law. 23 The standards of public interest and democratic accountability, on the one hand, and those of efficiency and output orientation on the other were, at first, at odds but eventually began to egg each other on and evolve together, as evidenced by the invention of "New Public Management" in the late 1970s. 24 One crucial problem of this discussion as it continues in the actual "Governance" discourse 25 is its strong and mostly unreflected reliance on sometimes overgeneral assumptions regarding 'governance', taken from the social sciences and its often lacking interest for genuinely legal problems and their particular methodological requirements.
26 By contrast, only the intra-disciplinary observation of legal phenomena of convergence between public and private organizations will make it possible for us to design a coherent research agenda that, in a second step, can be extended to an interdisciplinary perspective with the social sciences. 27 Therefore, a prime challenge of an intradisciplinary research agenda is to study the convergence of the law of public and private administration into a common law of organization Phenomena that invite us to take a closer look at general principles of the law of organization are abundant: First of all, private corporations are more and more regulated in a way that is similar to the rules governing public administration. The most obvious examples come from the law of "information use".29 Thanks to the influence of European law, data processing standards, for example, have started to become uniform for public and private organizations. Two elements are driving this process: the need to provide a certain degree of transparency towards the public and the necessity to develop boundaries of information flow within the organization. Another example is the development of procurement law and the emerging procurement practices of private corporations. Here, the distinction between free private markets and public regulation dissolves into a marketempowering technique of public regulation that is voluntarily imitated by private actors.
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To be sure, over time, the question of "the chicken or the egg" loses its significance-or, is rediscovered as such!-, and we begin to understand that 'public' and 'private' actors are intertwined in a closely knit web of coordinative and regulative functions. 31 These and other examples illustrate the emerging convergence of organizational standards. Behind this convergence lie deeper adjustment processes of the legal orders: Fundamental rights, originally designed as the primary legal instrument of defence of private individuals against sovereign public power, turn more and more into "balancing instruments" between private actors, including corporations.
3 2 The mere power and the practical (public) functions of a given organization are becoming more relevant for the application of 28 The origins of this discussion reach back to GUNTER 
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human rights than its formal legal attribution to the public or the private sphere.
33
Especially supra-and trans-national adjudicatory bodies that have to cope with a rather diverse field of public/ private borders in different domestic legal orders, like the European Court of Justice, promote this approach. 34 Furthermore, the interchangeability and mobility of ownership and the transparency requirements of the stock market, today, demand an internal specification of corporate organizations that is comparable to the organizational necessities imposed on a democratic public administration.
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This paves the way for the idea of a general law of public and private organizations that would be a genuinely intra-disciplinary challenge for legal studies, connecting administrative law and private law. 36 Organizational features of internal hierarchy or co-operation, transparency for controlling entities (shareholders, courts, parliamentarians), transparency for the general public versus an interest in nondisclosure needing to be specified, internal information walls, etc. are all parts of such a field of research that will have to be guided by a model of underlying principles that combines democratic standards of collective self-determination with the respect for individual market-driven forms of self-organization.
II. Procedure: Towards a Common Framework
The distinction between organization and procedure in law is difficult but necessary. Though there is a continuum between administrative and corporate procedural rules, on the one hand, and those rules governing court and court-like procedures on the other, the latter need to be defined in their own right. 37 Redefining the Traditional Pillars of German Legal Studies has led to an over-emphasis of differences in the structure of judicial procedure. The idea of a common procedural framework, encompassing civil, administrative and penal procedure has been neglected for quite a while despite its having a common historical origin.
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The separation of different courts and procedural regimes is again a particularity of the continental civil law tradition, while starting to blur at different levels: For supra-and international tribunals without an elaborate procedural statute, the development of procedural requirements on a case-by-case basis is an attractive institutional option. Transnational private regimes-lex mercatoria, but also consumer contracts or corporate governance codes 39 -spontaneously emerge with their own procedural practices. 40 Both regimes rather refer to procedural standards of the Common Law -which itself emerged, and continues to develop, out of a case law practice and therefore, provides more flexible mechanisms. 41 Beyond that, it is, especially in the U.S. legal discussion, much disputed, whether a division of labour between different specialized courts really enhances their problem-solving capability, i.e. whether a single procedural order would not be preferable. 42 These developments illustrate alternatives to the dominant national procedural mechanisms and also influence them. From an internal legal perspective, this raises questions that must be answered by means of comparative studies which include procedures that obtain beyond national legal orders. 43 The adjudication of economic issues reaching from trade barriers before a WTO-panel to price regulation in telecommunications law challenged in a national administrative court is regularly confronted with comparable problems of using a satisfying definition of rights, assessing politically and scientifically contested facts including technical Is KNUT 
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and scientific ones, providing procedures acceptable not only for the parties at hand but also for an interested public and doing so in a frame of reasoning that can plausibly be presented as being purely legal. 44 From a German perspective, the discussions in civil-as opposed to administrative or criminal-procedural law seem to provide the most promising point of departure because comparative studies, as the inclusion of arguments of economic analysis of law, 45 and the inclusion of trans-and international forms of litigation are most advanced in this field. 46 
III. Sanctions: Enforcement, Compliance, and Penalties
A final topic arises from new perspectives taken on legal sanctions: Sanctions are the formal implications a legal order attaches to a breach of its own rules. Legal rules are not necessarily reinforced by sanctions (lex imperfecta). But typically, legal rules choose between a set of substantial sanctions -ranging from obligations that imply the loss of advantages to criminal penalties-and between different forms of enforcement, ranging from private actions to obligatory public prosecution. Once again, the distinctions between criminal sanctions, administrative penalties and civil remedies used to be watertight in the German legal order, but they have been washed away at many levels. [Vol. 07 No. 08 develop over-arching concepts (like sustainability or precaution) that apply and include all possible forms of legal sanctions and that bridge classical fields of legal studies. 48 From environmental law to consumer protection and anti-terror legislation, legal orders have to cope with problems which are defined more and more in similar categories (e.g., risk) and which, to boot, can only be approached with a very limited set of legal tools, i.e. of positive and negative sanctions for a certain behavior. 49 But whilst the diagnosis of blurring boundaries within the traditional system of sanctions is generally accepted, there is even from a comparative perspective almost no systematic research on different laws of sanctions. Neither different comparative studies of certain legal instruments nor the comparison of different instruments within one legal system have provided us with a picture that goes beyond bits and pieces. The complexity of the regulatory task makes it more and more necessary to compare different regulatory tasks and to use this as a tool for finding a systematic set of regulations under the restraints of limited resources. Criminal, civil and administrative sanctions traditionally applied in certain areas become regulatory options. While they were previously found "on one menu" to choose between, there are now to be integrated into a coherent regulatory concept. 
C. Interlocking Legal Studies with the Wider Social Sciences
In a second step, these three topics -organization, procedure, sanctions-need to be interlocked with different subfields in the social sciences. 50 All three topics invite interdisciplinary co-operation at a specific level. They invite such cooperation on an equal footing of the disciplines concerned while the old three-pillar structure only knows of hierarchical relationships with other disciplines: It relegates sociology to service industry status (Criminology, Sociology of Law) and claims political science as its own (Staatsrecht und Politik).
The quest for a common law of public and private organizations can be transferred to problems either of organizational sociology or political theory. The sociology of organization may be especially helpful in identifying concepts and describing organizational features that are abstract enough to develop a common language for such over-differentiated legal discourses. Especially for the use of information in organizations 5 ' and for their need to produce and amend rules, 52 there is a rich literature that may help us to come to terms with the identification of common problems, looking at different legal formal organizations as if they were already one. 53 In addition, political theory may be an important normative corrective for any institutional comparison. Detached from direct references to positive law, comparative studies of the different laws of organization will in any case have to look out for other more general normative guidelines in order to answer the 50 Our proposal differs from the US-reforms in the last decades, which focussed on Critical Legal Studies, Feminist Theory, Race Theory etc., thus augmenting "normal" law schools with some critical, secondary elements. We focus instead on changes in or around the core of legal research and education itself. Research on procedural law also opens up different interdisciplinary perspectives: First of all, theoretical research about procedural justice will help provide an overdifferentiated legal system with some basic and comparable structures. 55 Another intersection concerns the actual theoretical and sociological discussion on the status of empirical facts. As procedural law functions to an important degree as a factfinding or even fact-producing mechanism, questions of the production of knowledge, well-known to the theory and sociology of sciences, can be connected with issues of procedural law. 56 Sociology of knowledge has already begun to take interest in court procedures, 57 other comparative research on the relationship between legal and scientific contacts with knowledge may also be helpful.
5 8 But still most research in this field either neglects genuinely legal questions or remains too focused on one legal system, namely the U.S. 59 Against this background, it may not be the smallest possible achievement of this interdisciplinary agenda to broaden the picture of how legal systems work when contrasted with a social science discourse that is regularly directed towards one legal system only.
Our approach to sanctions invites cooperation with the still growing and diverse field of interdisciplinary law and economics research, in particular with institutional economics 60 and economics. 62 Such research on the need for, and the effect of, sanctions requires a common descriptive framework. These types of economic analyses of law are focused on the effect of negative and positive incentives and are readily linked to a comprehensive legal perspective on sanctions. 63 In this interdisciplinary context legal institutions may also serve a quasi-empirical function for the social sciences, as they represent a systematic method of ordering and structuring the society that informs, or even tests the theories developed in the social sciences. Conversely, the social sciences may be of use to the legal discipline by stimulating reshuffling, innovation and reinterpretation within the traditional legal categories and systems.
Finally, all of these intra-, and interdisciplinary links must be mapped from a multilevel perspective. Many of the phenomena mentioned above are the result of vertical and horizontal effects in the threefold structure of national, supra-national (European) and international legal orders. 64 Nation states chafe at regulations imposed by supra-and international legal orders that they themselves comprise. And these higher legal orders are often irritated by the independent legal systems within their constituent nation states. Horizontal irritation occurs within supranational and international law when national legal orders are compelled to cooperate, continuously comparing and accommodating each other's "local" structures.
The legal world's experiences with these concrete arrangements can and should be used to refine and flesh out political scientists' concepts of "governance" 65 , "multilevel governance" 66, and "superstate" 67 .
In the meantime, the impermeable, self-sufficient national legal system that once dominated interactions in this three-level structure is becoming ever more porous and undefined. National legal systems and their traditional legal categories now bear the burden of proof and must justify themselves in supra-national and international legal and scientific discourses. Rather than providing stern guidance and a stable foundation for rule-making in supra-national and international legal structures, national legal systems are disassembled into a smorgasboard of legal components that are applied on a problem by problem basis, a process that is readily apparent in the piecemeal evolution of standards at the European level. The thorough integration of legal and social science research is critical to understanding, evaluating and developing criteria for this long, winding process of legal de-nationalization.
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D. Renewal, Reinvention, Innovation -and Education Any effort to renovate the traditional structure of German jurisprudence will have to be undertaken under the auspices and within the framework of that same structure. In other words, the ship needs repair on high seas while in full service. In order to guarantee continuity and maintain a positive institutional dynamic during the initial stages of the reform, one needs to retain the traditional three pillars, which to some extent define the internal identity of any law faculty. It makes sense to continue to educate, train and support students and faculty within the three pillars, and the new chairs could be loosely coupled to this old structure in the sense that they would work with and in all three pillars without being tied to any one. Whereas the pillars themselves are asymmetric, with the civil law division being the largest, and criminal law the smallest, our reforms contain no inherent bias for one or the other division. The new chairs could equally well go to criminal, public or civil lawyers and would, most likely, fall to hybrid types who have worked in more than one specialty. Such an incremental approach allows for the gradual weaning of the system from dependence on its three-pillar structure.
Fears that reforms might make legal studies less attractive for students are unfounded for a number of reasons. Many students are aware of the academic deficiencies in current legal education in Germany and would welcome change. They know that the law schools are overcrowded, their law professors are overwhelmed by teaching loads that both limit their ability to interact directly with students and frustrate their-and by association, their students'-engagement in stimulating academic inquiry. It is quite possible that the reforms discussed here, which include the introduction of a research-oriented cadre of law professors, would attract a new influx of third-party research funding which law schools, with their current emphasis on professional training and the traditional nuts-and-bolts approach, do not currently have access to. The research cadre also teaches, of course, and this research funding would be reflected in more professors, smaller classes and more stimulating academic engagement-all powerful attractants for potential students.
What about the content and exam structure of legal education? Since the establishment of the state law exam in nineteenth century Germany, legal research and legal education have been inextricably interlocked. Today, the first and second law exams are organized around the same three pillars of law that dominate legal studies. One disturbing result of the strong coupling between legal studies and narrowly perceived judicial needs during the post-WW II years was that research ceased to define the contents of the exam, and the exam started to define the contents of research. This produces a plethora of treatises and textbooks of the "pillar in a nutshell" genre, but has resulted in a paucity of academic curiosity in the modern German legal academe compared to, say, the time of the Weimar Republic.
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Clearly, a more aggressive focus on the content of legal education is called for. A number of possibilities have been discussed. One is to abolish the state exam in favor of a Bachelor/Master system, a solution that the profession itself abhors. It seems unlikely that the results of such a reform would be beneficial. One advantage of the German state exam system is, after all, a relatively broad approach to law, with specialization allowed only after a comprehensive legal education. Another possibility is a renovated law exam, wherein responsibility for designing and administering the exam would be transferred from the state to the law schools. This would allow the law faculties to determine the nature of the exams, choosing their own themes and incorporating concepts from various branches of the law as well as 321 (2003) . At the top twenty law schools in the U.S, based in a diverse group of public, private and Ivy League universities, the strictures of the exam structure also reign, but the breadth of inquiry is not restricted by a three-pillar structure or by the adherence to legal dogma that constrains German scholars. Law journals -characterized by more "outreach" to other disciplines and often edited by the best students from each cohort-play a bigger role in legal education in the U.S., and there is generally less emphasis on the production of oversimplified and formulaic textbooks. Case books produced by the top academics tend to be less free-ranging than their articles, but the better ones do include a good measure of research material from economics and, to a lesser extent, from political science and sociology.
from the social sciences, depending on the interests and strengths of their programs. This would be in harmony with the reforms outlined above as, unlike the current system, it allows for a strong coupling between research in the law school and the exam system-now with research as the driving force. This renovated law exam was partially made possible in July 2003,70 when responsibility for thirty percent of the first exam grade was assigned to the law school in areas of its own choosing. 71 A further development might take the shape of a weak coupling brought about by mutual ignorance and where the relationship between state exam and innovative forms of research is a sporadic and unsystematic one. 72 A final strategy might rely on a stronger and quite conscious de-coupling, a trajectory of actual "counter coupling" of university research and the bar (or state) exam system, as it can be observed it in the research-driven part of the U.S. system of legal education. 73 Finally, returning to the three epitaphs that inaugurate this discussion, our reflections on twenty-first century legal studies in Germany have led us to the same conclusion that Lichtenberg's generalization of Rousseau's pronouncement that "A child who understands only his parents, does not understand even them" led him to about chemistry in the seventeenth century. Of course, some of our colleagues in the legal profession may protest that law, unlike chemistry and parenthood, is indeed of "ganz reiner Natur" and so exempt from Lichtenberg's generalization, which he applies to all but the purest fields of knowledge -perhaps his own mathematics. But we, at least, have come to the conclusion that: He or she who understands only the law, does not really understand even it. 
12002, 2592).
71 The final grade of the first law exam depends to thirty percent on the grades attained in the faculty's focal areas (Scliwerpunktbereichsprgifung). 72 Today this pattern could obtain for the seventy percent of the first law exam which is, as a "staatliclie Pflichtfacliprgifung", out of a German law faculty's direct reach.
73 At the top twenty U.S. law schools the university exams and the bar exam refer to different universes, with the university exams stressing principled approaches and scholarly values while the bar exam always emphasizes the ,nuts and bolts" issues of state law. And, while the quality of the legal education -and of the grade -may matter to career choices, to enter the profession at any level requires that you simply pass your bar exam. 
